July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powe!]

Federal Communications Commission
445 1 2th Street, SW. -

Washington, DC 20554

m:,@bocka No.03-133

i

Chairman Powell;

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees uyrﬁ prepaid cailzng cards: 813 yoﬂ
move to increase the cost of these car 13, you will simaly deive up the cost for mmonty of .
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumnm. '

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pro-paid caﬂmg cnrd&
approximately 43% of Latino househclds use them. Indeed, half of the househofds with incomtes
below £20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevn]am i part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk pnces already holding fixed and low income: consumers hosfage, we shouiﬂ
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particolar, many low-income : "
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service becaunse they canmt

meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting 2 phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can inake cails from payphones or the w‘.aphﬁm:s
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cews to stay “connected” as we: iouk_!"’nff"
Jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the cther daily appamtmems that we all haw

Isimply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new tharges and fees of theﬁe cardﬂ
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such -
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corpomte gmn hy keepmg
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

ij Sg

ces: Commissioner Michael Copps f
Commissioner Kathjeen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson

Ll




Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Rr;/wc Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prep:nd ca}img cards Ifyeu o
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up tho cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumtms '

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to amy price iricrease for prc-paﬂim}liﬂgwds;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, balf of the housetiolds with T
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calhng cards are 5o prmlent n
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low ncome consumerg hostagc, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can inake calls from peypbones or the telepliones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connccied” as we logk for
Jjobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other dai Iy appomtwents that We nll h&w e

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would 1 lmpose new ch&rg\?s snd fcas ot thm CaY
Same of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consnmer interests over corporate gnin by kéeymg'
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. . s ‘

Sincerely,

ccs:  Commissioner Mi opps i

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy :
Commissioner Kevin Martin

" Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator

Congressperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michac! Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, 8. W,

Washington, DC 20554

“ WC Docket No. 0%

Chainnan Poweli:

The FCC should not i impose new access charges and feess upon prcpmd cailmg cards Ifya’ﬂ.
movc to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the gost for mmonty or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their Commumtics

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase ﬁor pre—pmd cal]mg cards
approximately 43% of Latino housebolds use them. Indeed, haif of the households with i incomes
below §20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid ca.llmg cards are so prevalent % patt becautet
they save consumers money. 3 . :

With gas and mitk pnces already holdmg fixed and low income consumers hostage, we shou!d
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many lowsincome .
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because‘tlwy camot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies msist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the te‘]ephoncs
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” aswe ]ookfar
Jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appomtments that we nll have O

I'simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would imposa new charges and fies on these emls': '
Some of the nation’s Jargest telephone companies would be the largest betefi iciaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corpamte galn by !:e’ :
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. :

Vel b (b

Commissioner Michas! Copps
Commissioper Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissiener Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson




July 7, 2004
Chairman Michacl Powell
Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, 8. W.
Washington, DC 20554

/‘ﬂ-’_—n_\\\_
RE(WC Docket No. 03-133,

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fecs upon prepa:d cal]mg cards ffya_u :
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for mmomy ur
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumtxeﬁ :

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any pmé nn..reuae fur pre—pmd c&tlmg nﬂds'
approximately 43% of Latino hauscholds use them. Indied, haif of the houscholds with inicames
below 320,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling’ esrds are so prﬂnlzntm pﬂnm&

they save consumers money. :

With pas and milk pnces already holding fixed and low income consumers hostagc, _we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many fow-income ..
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they canpot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phione companies insist upos before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make czlis from payphones or the tclepﬁqacs
of family members and ncighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we took for >
Jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other dady appcmtments that we aJI Iuw

1 simply find it ummagmnble that the FCC would i nnpoce fiew charges and fees on th' ]
Some of the nation's Jargest telephone companies would be fhe largest beneficiaries of 5 3
charges. The FCC should stand up for consomer interests over corpnmte gnin bylmepmg
affordable prepaid calling cards a prierity. S o

ces: C issioner Michael Copps
Cefomissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Keving Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator Pk :
Senator v

Congresspersan

Sincercly,




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, 8.W,
Washington, DC 20554

RE(WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost te]ecommumcatmns SEﬁ';tes to
accomplish many every dey tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in -
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would mtroduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately ham]mg mll!mns of
Latinos and other consurners nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” acoess charges and other. fﬁes on; .
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed ncomes: thm
establishing a ¢redit history, bank sccounts and other means necessary o subscribe $o.loch
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay confiected at sot affordab
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face simuilar cha!lcnges. T

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option ava:lablc wtthctrt them, many Consmers:
could, quite literally, be left without sccess to telephone service. Raising the price of prrepmd
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price mc;msc‘:

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prcpmd calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, lucnl
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card tos «.
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less uffordable.” Ploase

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepmf ea;l}mg cm‘l
services. :

] M @J- Cf\)%r\z;w s -

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator Hatcdot Some

Senator  TaAn. @7

Congressperson




Jaly 7, 2004

Chairman Michae} Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

L WC Docket No. 03 13’3’ s

Chairman Powell;

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon 'prepéi'd calling cards Iy
move to increase the cost of these cards, you wiil simply drive up the cost for mmonty or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumtnes

The Latino community js particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paxd c.alhng cards;;
approximarely 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households-with. indorhes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are 50 prefm]em in pmt because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low i income consumers hostage, _
not be faced with rising telephone scrvice costs as well. [n particular, many low-incorm

households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service becanse i
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone ¢ofspanies insist upnn.brfore
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the: teIephaﬂcs
of family merabers and neighbors. We can use these cards 1o stay “connected” as we look for

jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other dmly appmnmuems that we alt have

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would | unpose new chargas and fees on th ; a:rds ‘
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the Jargest beneficiaries 6F such ™
charges. The FCC should stand up for consuemer interestx over corponte gnm by kcepm.g
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sinccrely,

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin ‘
Commissioner Jonathen Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson

N
S
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July 7, 2004
Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

C Docket No. 03:}_39;,

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepa!d callmg cards Hybu
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for m:norzty j‘
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumties

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price im:;msa. for pre~paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indced, half of tie households with incomes
below $20,000 bave used prepaid cards. Pre-paid callmg cards are so prevalem n pm becausc .
they save consumers money. .

With gas and milk pnces already holdmg fixed and low income consumers hoshgzj Weslmu“}d
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. . In particular, many low-income -
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service becaumﬂwy cannot -
mect the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies ingist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telep S
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look fu!'
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we a!l have

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new cha.rges and fees on these cards.

Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries-of such -
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over. corporate gain hg lbetplng._'-
al'fnrdable prepaid calling cards a priority. : : e

Cfpt e

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstcin
Senator
Senator

Cong:‘cssl%r‘sg- e W kf\_n)')—r&:!‘/vj)

S incerely,
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July 7, 2004

Chaimman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

REQNC Docket No, 03- 133“\

Dear Chairman Powell,

T am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid ca! - g card
SETVICes. .

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military.
families rely upon calling card services for 2 variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephane
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected
— to make phone calls to ook for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, o
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable gosl, as:
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers Hterally .
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards arg. - :
indjspensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regulﬁ' md
wireless telephone services. .

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state™ access charges
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone

companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least af'ford | {s]
bear it. :

Adding access charges to be paijd to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and cbcrd: that
these services are not subject 1o the exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

c&milﬂm

Commissioner Michael Copps

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy R RS
Commissioner Kevin Martin : A S
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein R
Senator I
Senator

Congressperson

004,004
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

e t—_L__‘

RE:(WC Do) Docket No. 03133 ™,

e

Dear Chairman Powell,

1 am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepa.ld callmg card
services.

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military. -
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for Jocal telephone
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay. conpected

" —1to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordsble housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as
thiere are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid cailing cards are .
indispensable to consurer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular ancl
wireless lelephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC wil] do if it inflicts new “in-state™ access charges
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone '
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least aﬁ'ord to
bear it

Adding access charges to be paid 1o local telephone companies will substantially increase the per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. "

Sincefely,
i

e @Df%

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Conpgressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Commypications Commission
445 121h Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

R.E@ocket No. 03-133

e

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to -
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would mtroduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming mxlhons Of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. :

T understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees ofi
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing 3 credit hisiory, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local -
welephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consuters
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Ralsmg the price of prepaxd
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. :

Imposing in-state charges would amount 10 a sebstantial increase in the cost of prepmd caﬂ&
destroying the utlhty of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to-a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordabl Please
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prcpald callmg card
services.

Sincerely,

ecs:  Commissioner Michae]l Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michac} Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

‘**h-.

RE@ckct No. 03- 133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications scrvmzs b2
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing 1o staying in -
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harmmc millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on -
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particuiarly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to logal
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards 10 stay connected at set affordah!e mes
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. g

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepa!d
calling cards will dircetly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid cails,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to &
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordabl‘e Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepald callmgnard
services.

Sincerely,

ccs:  Commissioner Michacl Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson




Taly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federa)l Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

_—-____'_‘-.
RB\WC Dockct No 03 133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities r&ly vpan iow-cost telecommunications servicesto .-
accomplish many every day tasks, from locki. for a juo or affordable housing to staying in -
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would mu'oduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Launos and other ¢consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on,
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or ﬂ'iose

establishing a ¢redit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe 10 Jocal
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others fac. similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are ths only optict available — without them, many consumers
could, quite Jiterally, be left without ssuess to telephone service. Raising the price of prepald
calling cards will directly harm individuais who car least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount 1o a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid c;ﬂls
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the Jarge, focal.
telephone companics to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card ta'a
customer, would drive up prices: thus making these scrvices substantially less affordable. Piease
look out for consurners and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid d“jng ard
services.

Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson




Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

,_\
RQNCDO ket No. 03-133

,_.,,--——'—""

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should net impose new access charges and fees upon prepsud cmmg ‘:‘.ard& dyo
move 1o increase the cost of these cards you will simply drive up the cost t'or mmomy o
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their com.mumtu:s

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any pmn increase for pn. pmd callmg cards) -
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, haif of the hauscholds with incames
below $20,000 bave used prepaid cards. Pre-paid callmg cnrds are 5o prcva!cm in part bccause
they save consumers mopey. -

With gas and milk prices slready holding fixed and low incogme consumers hostage, we shuuld'_.'
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-mcome .
houscholds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service becausu thay Cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companijes insist upon befare
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones of the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as wé look for -
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all héve. -

I simply find it ummagmable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer mternsts over corpomtc gain by keeplig

aﬂ‘ordnble prepsid calling cards a priority. : -

Sincerely,

apr e A
ces:  C isstoner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator anu
Congressperson
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Taly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W,

Washington, DC 20554

P - . .
RE; WC Docket @

Chairman Powell:

‘The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling ca:da If ytm;
* ‘move to increasc the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for mlﬂoniy of
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their connnumtles _‘

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price mcrr.‘.ase for pre-pa:d caling
approximately 43% of Latino househulds use them. Indeed, half of the households with i mmm
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid callmg cnnis are so pxevalant it pﬂt Eeeam

they save consumers money. :

With gas and milk prices aheady holdmg fored and icow income consamiers hostagc we shouid
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, ‘In particilar, many low:income .
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies itisist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or thie telephm&cs
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” 4s ‘we look for ™
Jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appomtments that we il have L

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and. fces on these card

Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by l:e?epmg
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority, 2

Sincerely, W d% @ . -
Teeen

"ces:  Commissioner Michae! Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator /(du, Hud chson
Senator  Toha derayn

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powsl)

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

[

T
RE(@: Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powel}

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telccom;rﬁﬁr‘ncat:mné'.s'er\.‘fit:'eé 10
accomplish many every day tasks, fram looking for a job or affordable housing to smymg in-
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend 1mmedmtaly hamung millios
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. ; ‘

Iunderstand that the FCC is considering applying "m-staie access :.harges and otheg,f
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, pamcuiariy those on fixed insar
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to' Iaml ¥
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay. conngcted at set aﬁorda”b atis.
Students, immigrants, senjor citizens, end others face sumla‘ chﬂIIcnges h

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - wnhout th.erri, many oonsumm
could, quite literally, be left without aceess to {eJephone service. Raising the pTiCL of pr!pwi ‘
calling cards wiil directly harm indjviduals who can iemst 2 uﬁhm pm:e increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a ﬂubqtanttal mmase m the cost of prepmdmﬂs,
destroying the utility of calling cards to dissdvaniaged cansuiners.: Allowmg the Jargd,

telephone companies to collect such charges, even when' ﬂxcy do not sell the calimg
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substanttally less aﬂ‘ordab!e Pitase

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepmd callmg card
services.

Sincerely,

e C«’/% Ste~ r/% C/_M

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Cemmissxoner Jonathnn Adc]stem .

Senator Hutthe s
Senator
Con gressperson




July 7,2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 |2th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

/ )”'—J—-_-__*‘—-\

{ RE: WC Docket No. 03- 1‘33
-

Decar Chairman Powell,

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden chargcs a.nd fces o prcﬁ;ud callmg éﬁ'd
services.

Minorities, low-income families, senior itizens, immigrants, college students and m:htary :
families rely upon calling card services for a veriety of needs. Many of these consumers do not
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone -
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connaomd
— to make phone calls to look for g job, for affordable housing, make 2 doctor’s appd
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenjetice and predictabl
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged srcas, consuheéry i
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards sre.;

indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regul&t and" 7
wireless telephone services. o

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-stste” access hhgrges
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funne) directiy to large local telephone,

companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 1enst sﬂ'ord ..
bear it. .

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone compnnm will substannaﬂy m;:me, e per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain
from these services. Please stop any cffort to raise rates on American consumets ahd dcctde that
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees

Sincerely,

Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator o : St
Congressperson : ' : e




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michac] Powel]

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

7__‘:‘__.«—————“——___‘

RE: @vc Docket No, 03-133 3~

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling carda., If yoiu
move 1o increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumtws _

The Latino community js particularly sensitive 1o any pnce increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the Households with incomas

- below $20,000 bhave used prepaid cards, Pre-paid callmg r:.ard.s are so prmlent h pm bemuu.

they save consumers money. LI

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and Iow income consumers hosuge we shouid
not be faced with rising telephone service casts as well. In partictilar, many low.ititome @ =07
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they. cannat
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phoae companies insist upon btfore
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telnphon_ns
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we ook for -

jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we sl haw.

I simply find it ununngmable that the FCC would impose new chargag and fees on dwsa mrds'- :
Some of the nation’s largest telephone corpanies would be the Jargest beneficiaries of #uch
charges. The FCC shouid stand up for consnmer interests over. cnrporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. -
Sincerel

iy Woats 22

Colorads S N P
ces:  Comunissioner Michael cé?;;sﬂj I

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy P
Commissioner Kevin Martin '
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator

Senator

Congressperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powel!

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

- T ——
RE: WC Docket No. 03—13\3\“\-_

s

— e

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fecs upm prepmd callmg, cud 'Aif
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up tho cost: for mm ;
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumtae; : S

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price mcreasc for pre—pard calhtg
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, hislf of the households with ies
below $20,000 bave used prepaid cards. Pre-paid ca]lmg cards are 50 prcvalcnt in pm‘t because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk pn'-:es already holding fixed and low income consumers. hostagc, wa’s»boﬁid--%»-‘ :
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. “In particular, meny low-income 4
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service becauge they mndt '
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that Jocal phone companies insist mtmfm
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consuroers can make calls from payphones ot the telepho

of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “sonnected” as _:iook ﬁir
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appomtmems that we an have Lo

I simply find it unimsginable that the FCC would impose new chargt.s and fees an thm cnrds :
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC shonld stand up for consumer interests over corporste gain by kceplng
affordable prepaid ml.ling cards a priority.

Sincere
-—-—jL

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Sepator
Seunator .
Congressperson |

et gt 4w s
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W,

Washington, DC 20554

,,,,,, =z ’__\

RE: CDocketNo 03-133

S e

Dear Chairman Powel],

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hnddcn charges and fees on pmpaud ca.ﬁm x:mi
services.

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, 1mmlgrants, co]legc smdeﬂmmﬂ mi}ﬁm‘y
families rely upon calling card services for a varicty of needs. 'Many of these corrtumers
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for lozal telephornie
service. For these consumers, e prepaid card may be the only option they have w stay connccr.ed
— to make phone calls to lack for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appeintment, or
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer conveniernce and prcdmtable cost, a5 5
there are no hidden fees or chargas In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers hteraﬂ'y’ E
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards ace
indispensable to consuroer groups becaunse they are an affordable alternatwe w regulm‘ amf
wireless telephone services. -

But such price hikes arc precisely what the FCC will do .if it inflicts new. “in- state aem ehlzges
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local relephohe :

companies while the burden would fall squarely wpon those consumers that can lemt aﬁmdt ) -
bear it. :

Adding access charges to be pmd to Iocal telephone companics will substantially i mcﬁmﬁe theper
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latitio and other communities gain. -

from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on Amervican consumers and dec.de that
these services ara not subject to the exorbitant new access c‘ha,rges and other fecs. o

Sincerely,

N ) .
i :

Aopi.

Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adalstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

/,,;i—?_ \
RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

e

Chairman Powell: .

The FCC should net impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calfing cards. If you™
move Lo increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. : ‘

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any pm:e ifxcié'a’ké for pre“pSMd ca{img tardg; -
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the houscholits w:ﬁainm

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent ig p
they save consumers money. SR e

With gas and milk prices already holding Gixed and low incorne consumers hostage, we shoyld”
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income =+
bouscholds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot ..
mcet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon befare
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “‘connected” as we Jook for .
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have, :

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these ca
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries &
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests aver corporite gain by
affordable prepaid calling cards a priosity, AT o

Sincercly,

ccs:  Cdmmissioner Michael Copps v
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy

Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator
Congressperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

T

RE: WC Docket No. 03-1_3}

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If 'yo'u' e
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for mmonty or::
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their ccmmtmptms

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any prme mcréase for pre—pazd catling
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indecd, half of the housebolds with iﬂmnea
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid callmg cards are sp pmmlent m

they save consumers money. P

With gas and milk prices atready holding fixed and low incame consurners hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, Thasy fow-income ™.
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they. cmm
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that Jocal phone cornpanies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as wg took M
jobs, bunt for houses, or schedule many of the other da:ly appomtmeﬂ‘ts thnt we aﬂhm o

I simply find it ummagmabie that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on t‘hm cardq
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the Jargest. beueﬁcxaﬂei of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over wrpumta gain by l:eepmg _
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. a

Sincerely,

ces:  Commissioner Michae! Copps ' '
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commussioner Kevin Martin ‘
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senstor
Senator
Congressperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.

Washington, DC 20554

_’;‘;*"’"—"_——“‘\“\
WC Docket No. 03-133/

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upcan prepaid f;aﬂmg cards. Ifyo
move 1o increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for mmarﬁy or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communmﬁs

The Latino community is parnculaﬂy scnsitive to amy pmt mcrcm for pmpmd :zallmg
spproximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indwd, haif of the houscholds with mcufnes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid callmg ca.rds are 50 prevaler!t in pm-bemsc

they save consumers money,

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hosmge we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many Jow-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepeid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we. look for -
jobs, bunt for houses, or schedule many of the other da:ly appomtments t:hat we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose néw chm'ges and ﬁ‘:&s e.m these oy,
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest bencficiaries o‘? Such e
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer mtere:;ts uver corporate gain b}' m
affordable prepald calling cards a priority. : : B

Sincerely,

Fogyfaphe

Commissioner Michael Copps IESEE
Commijssioner Kathleen Abemathy R
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator

Senator

Cenpressperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powel]

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Rﬁ@&km ,
v//

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fecs upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost “'or mmonty or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumnera :

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any prme inctease fur pﬂ‘:-«pmd mﬂmg ardy;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed; half of the houscholds W[t'h mmes
below $20,000 have vsed prepaid cards. Pre-paid callmg'cardx are wmva!em'b:‘ et b

they save consumers money. RLAN

With gas and milk pnccs already holding fixed and low | mcome consumers hasmgn. we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many Towisivome: .
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they ennnat
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that Jocal phone companics insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connccted” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other dm}y appomtments that we a.ll have :

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would lmpose new charges and fm on Mw&
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be tive !argsstbamﬁmma of such:
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests wur eorpm'ate gaill ;
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. : :

"0 (3450

ccs: Commissioner Michacl Copps , .
Commissioner Kathleen Abermathy 51';; e
Commissioner Kevio Martin
Commissianer Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson

Smcere]
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE{WC Docket No. 03-133 ™

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecormnmunications sefvices to -
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable bousing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would u'nroduae _
new charpes and fees npon services npon which we depend xmmadmtely harmmg mxlhms :
Latinos and other consurmners nationwide. ¥

Iunderstand that the FCC is considering applying ‘ m—staie” access charges and othérf&e& of ...
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, part:cula.rly those on fixed incomes of thesa
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe-to Jocat.
telephone scrvice, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay ¢onnected at set aﬁ'orﬁablﬂ r&ies.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face simifar challenges -

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option avmlable without thern, many cu&sitmrs
could, quite Literally, be left without access to tclephone service. Rarsmg the price of pmpaii!
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price incroases.

Imposing in-state charges would amountto a subsmnuu.l increase in the cost of prepaid tﬂd
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers.. Allowmg the large, Jooal " .
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they dd not sel] the callirig card to a.

customer, would drive up prices; thus making these scrvices substantially Iess affordabls,’ Plﬁse

look out for consumers and refuse to impose Dew access charges and fees on prepﬁrﬂ eallmg ca:d
services.

Sincerely,

ccs:  Cpmmissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson

e b e i ke et bl i
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commisston
445 12th Strect, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

e _x
RE@Dicket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino end other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications servides to - 0
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in- .-
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce :
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immedjately harming msmm of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. _

T understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other £ . M
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomey ’
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe . ]oc_ai 2
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set a%th rates, -
Students, immipgrants, senjor citizens, and others face similar chaﬂenges ' i

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option availabie — without them, many consumers N
could, quite literally, be lef without access 1o telephone service. 'Reur.mg the price of prepald
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least aﬁord prncx_ ICTEases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prcpaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local '
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when thcy do not sell the calling card ton -
customer, would drive up prices; thus meking these services substantially less affordabls. Pledise

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and. fecs on pr&pmd e.nihng dwd
services,

Sincerely,
/i - /M
ces:  Commissioner Michae] Copps 8

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Comumnissioner Kevin Martin
Commissipner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator 47 grr+r

Senator

Congressperson

Ch

TSI




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae) Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W,

Washington, DC 20554

J’__'___,_,——'———»-—-h\'\
RE{WC Docket No. Oi-E})

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommurications servites 4
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a jobs or affordabie housing to staying
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is o proposal thar wonld wiroduce -
new charges and fees upon services upon which we dcpend, mxmedmtely hmmng mﬂlmns 6£
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. P S

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and ﬂ&m fecs on’
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or- thoﬁ:
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to loedl -+ -
telephone service, rely upon thesc prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set aﬁ'ordabi:'fm :
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges :

As arcsult, prepaid calling cards are the only option avmlable ~ withowm them, manyﬁeoﬁmm
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least Bfford priee increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial mcrease in 'd‘m cost of prepaid cajts
desiroying the uuhry of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers.. Allowing the targe; local e
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sel} the calfing card toa
customer, would drive up prices; thus  making these services substantially less affordable. Ph.ase

Jook out for consumers and refuse to impose new access chargcq md fecs on prepaid calhng card
services. .

Sincerely,

ccs:  Commissio chnch:Q:ips

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, 8. W,

Washington, DC 20554

RECWC DockarNo. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to’
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staymg m
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is 4 proposal that would. i

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, 1mmedmtaly harmmgﬂii
Latmos and other consumers nationwide. .

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state’” acr.ﬁss uhargm; and omé! oa.
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomev-or'thoss
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local -
telephone scrvice, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay consected at set atTordable: rat&s
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face smnlar chalicngcs

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option avatlable — w;thout Lhem many cormﬁmm
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service.. Raising the. price of prcpald .
calling cards will dircctly harm individuals who can least affnrd prict increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amountto a substantml increase in the cost of prr:paid calls, s
destroying the unlny of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Tocal:
telephone companies ta collect such charges, even when they do not self the calling cdird to & _
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

Jook out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and f'ecs on prcpaad caﬂmg cani
services,

Smcm}y, .‘ .

782!(}2

ces:  Commissioner Michae] Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator bhele hesmn.
Senator Aevaun
Congressperson M’




July 7, 2004

Chaimnaa Michael Powel]

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, 5. W.

Washington, DC 20554

“WC Docket No. 03-133 .

Decar Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications servites to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in .
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce..
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, unmedmtely harmmg mrlhcms
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. , :

I understand that the FCC is considering applying * in-stﬁtc” acuss chargﬁs and bfhﬁt
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particvlarly those on fixed incotfigs-
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe 1o jocad
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at. set affofdihiﬂ ratét.

Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face s:.m:lar ch&l]cngcs R

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option avmlab]e without them, many comumers -
could, quite literally, be Jeft without access to telephone service. Rmemz, ; the pnce of prepaxd :
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. ~

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prcpmd ,cn}'
destroying the unhty of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Tocs
telephone companies to collect such charges, cven when ﬂmy do 1ot sel! the calling card to
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less sffordable. Pleage

loak out for consumers and refuse 10 impose new access charges and fees on prcpmd z'dlmg eard
services, '

P

Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemnathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commjssioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senatar

Senator

Congressperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, 5.W.

Washington, DC 20554

/,'_,b.——‘\\

Dear Chairman Powell:

Leatino and other mmonty communities rely upon low-ces\ teiecommwucatmns servxces 19"
accomplish mauy every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying i
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would mtroduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, munedlately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

T understand that the FCC is consjdering applying m-smm" access charges ami uﬂmr fws an

certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomss i ﬁi'w
establishing a credit history, baok accounts and other esns hecessary to subscribe.
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stev copnected at get &ffnt I
Students, immigrants, semior citizens, and others face similar chal]enges

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, mrmy ccnsumm ‘
could, quite literally, be Jeft without access to telephone service. Rausmg the price of prepaid -
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can lcasx afford pnce merenses.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantia) incrense in : the cost of propa;d c’zlls,f:']
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the lnrge, loca
telephone companics to collect such charges, even when they do ot sell the calling card 1z
custoner, would drive up prices; thus makiog these services substantially. less aPfordbi:

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on pmpuiﬂ wﬂm\g ird
services. '

Sincerely,

ces:  Commussioner Micheel Copps
Coromissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissjoner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

‘we Dm‘\

Chairman Powell;

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid celling cards. If 'ym!
move ta increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the-cost for mmcmty m‘
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their ccmm'm:im

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any pm'e mcreasge- fcr pre—pmd calimg canis;:--»

approXirmately 43% of Latino households use them. Indesd, half of the househicids wih inetiries
below $20,000 bave uscd prepaid cards. Pre-paid calhng cards are 50 prevaient in phrt becam_
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consunters hosmge,_« z slwulé*
not be faced with rising telephone scrvice costs as well. In particular, sy low-ingome " o,
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cangot
mect the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon. before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make cells from payphoncs or the telephiones
of family members and neighbors., We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look far
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other dally appomtments that we all ha.vc

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose¢ new charges and feas on :hm
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corpmu gnin )
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. SRR

Sincerely,

ces: %l Copps I

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Sepator

Congressperson




